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and will be hosted by our own Depart-
ment of State later this week—not a
proud week for strong American val-
ues, Mr. Speaker.

———

HONORING THE LIFE OF CAPTAIN
B.B. BRAZILE

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise to salute a gentle giant by the
name of Captain Brazile, a hero, a man
who died in the line of fire, and a man
who many of us got to know and love.

He started in the Houston Fire De-
partment at the age of 19, and he was
called Baby Boy. That ultimately be-
came B.B. Everyone who came in the
distance of his heart and mind said
that Captain Brazile was a mentor who
taught men and women who were in-
coming firefighters.

This past weekend, I flew into Hous-
ton and was able to go to his bedside on
Saturday, to be able to see his family
and his wonderful son, who he loves
with deep and abiding love, and a wife
who loved him without question. All of
his fire brothers and sisters were all
around. They had the opportunity to
pray.

Then, unfortunately, he lost his life.
He died in the line of duty, and on Sat-
urday night into early morning on
Sunday, I joined a throng of fire-
fighters to proceed in the procession to
take his body from the Memorial Her-
mann Medical Center to the medical
examiners.

Mr. Speaker, let me simply say, as
we rode through those streets, through
the neighborhoods that he fought for
and fought fires, saved lives, and
passed Fire Station 46 and all of his
brothers and sisters, I felt a sense that
his spirit had lifted up and that we had
honored him by his travel and journey,
that we will continue to honor him—
Baby Boy, B.B., father, husband, great
leader, hero, captain, firefighter—who
died in the line of duty.

————

PROTECT AND EXPAND COLLEGE
SAVINGS PLANS

(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, it is a
question that families all across the
country are asking themselves: How
can we afford to send our children to
college?

The President’s plan to tax 529 col-
lege savings plans would have punished
people who are saving for their chil-
dren’s higher education. Instead of
punishing families who are diligently
saving for their children’s education,
we should reward them, we should give
them more certainty, and we should
strengthen and improve these plans.

529 college savings plans are a very
valuable asset for millions of families
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who put aside money to help ensure
that their children or their child will
not be burdened with mountains of
debt after they graduate from college.

This week, I will be supporting legis-
lation taken up in the House that will
strengthen, that will expand, and that
will modernize 529 college savings ac-
counts so that more families have the
opportunity to send their children to
the higher education institution of
their choice.

HONORING THE SERVICE OF
SERGEANT MICHAEL STRANK

(Mr. ROTHFUS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, 70 years
ago yesterday, American Armed Forces
fought their way to the summit of
Mount Suribachi and raised the Amer-
ican flag on Iwo Jima.

Sergeant Michael Strank, from
Franklin Borough, Pennsylvania, was
one of six men in this iconic photo who
helped to raise the flag. Sergeant
Strank was part of the Greatest Gen-
eration, a generation that rolled back a
dark totalitarian tide that broke upon
the world in the first half of the 20th
century.

The battle for Iwo Jima was hard-
fought and is of great significance for
the United States Marine Corps. More
than 6,800 servicemen died in the bat-
tle, including Sergeant Strank, who
was killed just b days after the flag was
raised.

This unforgettable photo captured
the unfailing heroism and determina-
tion of those who fought. It reminds us
that freedom is not free, that it has
been hard-won, and that some—like
Michael Strank—have made the ulti-
mate sacrifice to protect it.

I had the privilege to meet members
of Sergeant Strank’s family this week-
end, including his sister Mrs. Mary
Pero.

Let us always thank our veterans
who served and their families who gave
us such heroes.

———

HONORING WORLD WAR II ICON
PRIVATE FIRST CLASS FRANK-
LIN R. SOUSLEY

(Mr. BARR asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to recognize a World War II icon, U.S.
Marine Private First Class Franklin R.
Sousley, of Fleming County, Kentucky.

A graduate of Fleming County High
School, Sousley chose to enlist in the
Marine Corps where he was assigned to
Company E, 2nd Battalion, as a rifle-
man.

Private First Class Sousley landed on
Iwo Jima on February 19, 1945. During
the intense fighting, American forces
secured Mount Suribachi. Shortly
thereafter, Sousley, alongside five
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other fellow servicemembers, raised a
large U.S. flag, so it could be seen over
the island.

An iconic photograph taken during
this raising of the U.S. flag led to an
immortalized symbol of the American
bravery, perseverance, and sacrifice en-
dured by members of the U.S. Armed
Forces during the intense battles of
World War II.

Sadly, soon after this photograph
was taken, Sousley was Killed in com-
bat by a Japanese sniper. His remains
were laid to rest in the Elizaville Cem-
etery in Fleming County, Kentucky, in
my district.

Private First Class Sousley paid the
ultimate sacrifice defending freedom
for generations; however, his memory
lives on in the timeless photograph in
the image depicted in the Iwo Jima
Memorial outside of Washington, D.C.,
and through the gratitude of all Ameri-
cans.

———

MIDDLE CLASS ECONOMICS
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.

ZELDIN). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 2015, the
gentleman from California (Mr.

GARAMENDI) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker,
about a month and a half ago, we heard
the President speak to us about the
economy, about his goals for America.
He labeled his speech ‘‘middle class ec-
onomics,” and tonight, I want to pick
this issue up once again.

We are here most every week dis-
cussing this issue, although last time
we were up here, we took up another
important issue, Alzheimer’s. But I
want to come back to middle class eco-
nomics, why it is important. Well, basi-
cally, it is important because it drives
our economy.

The great majority of Americans
want to be in the middle class, and
most of them are. Unfortunately, we
have seen the decline of the middle
class, their ability to own a home, a
car, to provide for their family—but if
the middle class is healthy, it will
drive our economy, and it will create
jobs, so the focus on the middle class
becomes very, very important.

We can do this by strengthening
their wages. If they are able to earn
more money, then they will buy the
home, the car, and the economy will
grow, and other people will be able to
enjoy the fruits of our economy.

I am going to focus on infrastructure
in a moment, but I just want to skip
that over and go down to the other
things.

Health care—who among us doesn’t
want to have a good health care pro-
gram, so that if we get sick or injured,
we will be able to get to a doctor, get
to a hospital, get the care we need to
get back on our feet, and to once again
be productive or, in our old age, be able
to enjoy our retirement?

So the affordable health care be-
comes really important, and here, we
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have the Affordable Health Care Act as
part of that.

Finally, we need to develop policies
to grow the middle class, and one such
policy is infrastructure, which is the
focus of tonight’s discussion. I want to
just stay with this infrastructure issue
for a few moments, and then I am
going to invite my colleague from Min-
nesota, RICK NOLAN, to join us here.

Let me talk about this also. The
other theme, in addition to the middle
class economics, is the Make It In
America theme that we have been talk-
ing about for 4 years now. Trade, taxes,
energy, labor, education, research, and
infrastructure, these are the elements
that we fold into our Make It In Amer-
ica agenda.

We talk about trade. There is going
to be a lot of discussion about that
here in Congress over the next several
months as the Trans-Pacific Partner-
ship comes up. Taxes, which we will
pick up with the infrastructure issue in
a few moments—energy is also part of
the infrastructure issue.

Anyway, Make It In America means
bringing the jobs back home, employ-
ing Americans, doing the things that
we need to do in this country, whether
it is the health care sector; the infra-
structure; building the roads, the
bridges, and the like; or education.
That is the Make It In America agenda,
and it is part of the middle class eco-
nomics. In fact, it is the key to it.

Why is infrastructure important?
Well, there are certain things like this,
a collapsed bridge. This is on Interstate
5 in the State of Washington. This is a
bridge near the Canadian border. About
3 years ago, it went into the river, col-
lapsed—one of about 163,000 deficient
bridges here in the United States.

So, yep, we have got a problem. Are
we going to be able to address this
problem? Well, we had better.

Actually, it is 156,000. I was a little
bit overanxious there.

The American Society of Civil Engi-
neers, who build these things, have
graded the American infrastructure,
and I just want to go through it: avia-
tion, our airports, which I believe the
Vice President, in referring to
LaGuardia, said even the developing
countries have a better airport than
LaGuardia in New York City, aviation,
a D; bridges, C-plus—as I said, 156,000
deficient; dams, D; running water, D;
energy, D-plus; hazardous waste, D; in-
land waterways, D; levees, to protect
us from floods, D; our ports, a C; public
parks and recreation, C; our railroads,
C-plus—whoa, a C-plus; our highways, a
D; our schools, that is where our kids
are, a D; solid waste, we are doing pret-
ty well, that is a B; our transit sys-
tems, D; wastewater, a D.

Incidentally, in California, we are in
the midst of a major drought, and it is
perfectly clear that the wastewater
systems are inadequate. If we were to
also fund the recycling programs which
could be connected to the wastewater,
we could, in southern California, over
the next half decade, create a million
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acre feet of new water as we recycle
the water from the fifth biggest river
on the west coast of the Western Hemi-
sphere, the sanitation plants in south-
ern California.

O 1930

So we have got some work out ahead
of us.

Let me bring this home before I in-
vite my colleague from the great State
of Minnesota to join us on this issue.

Earlier today, I was reading an arti-
cle in The Sacramento Bee about the
transportation systems in Sacramento.
Let me just share some of these
thoughts with you.

In Sacramento, the average com-
muter spends 32 hours each year stuck
in traffic. This amounts to $669 of lost
productivity. That is literally wages
that could have been earned if they
weren’t stuck in traffic. For all of the
commuters in the Sacramento area,
which I represent, that is $834 million
of commuting time. For the truckers
in the area that are trying to pass
through Sacramento on Interstate 5,
on Interstate 80 or Highway 50, it is
$199 million of lost productivity.

There is another alternative. Down
in Riverside, a southern California city
that I once represented when I was
lieutenant governor, they want to
build a 13-mile streetcar system in the
city of Riverside. It would cost about
$300 million. The economic analysis
that was done on that indicates that if
they were to do it, there would be a 4-
to-1 return on investment. Now, you
tell me which investment banker on
Wall Street wouldn’t want to have a 4-
to-1 return on their investment. Well,
the city of Riverside could have a 4-to-
1 return on their investment of $300
million to build that 13-mile streetcar
section. That is property values and
economic development.

This morning, The Wall Street Jour-
nal published an article in which the
American Society of Civil Engineers
was quoted that between 2012 and 2022,
in America, because of the insufficient
infrastructure—and remember, I just
read you their GPA, mostly Ds—lost
sales, $1 trillion of lost sales. For the
United States, the delays will cost $3.1
trillion. And to bring it home to a sin-
gle company—a big company but, none-
theless, just one company—United Par-
cel Service, UPS, all of those big brown
trucks that are out there, $105 million
in lost revenue.

There is a solution. The President
has put forward to us, the Members of
Congress, a 6-year, $478 billion trans-
portation plan that will be paid for—
fully paid for with the current gasoline
and diesel tax not increased, keep it
the same—and going out to those
American corporations that are stiffing
the American taxpayer by hiding their
profits overseas. The President says:
Bring those profits home; pay your fair
share of the taxes. So there is a fully
paid-for proposal before us here in the
House of Representatives for a $478 bil-
lion, 6-year transportation program.
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Now, I think our Speaker represents
an area in Ohio near Kentucky, and I
believe there is a bridge in that area
called the Brent Spence Bridge. It
crosses the Ohio River between Ken-
tucky and Ohio. It was built for 80,000
cars a day, and now there are over
200,000 cars a day that pass over that
bridge—or try to pass over that
bridge—creating a monumental traffic
jam and slowing down the entire econ-
omy in that region.

By the way, don’t ever walk or drive
underneath the bridge because the con-
crete in the bridge is falling off. They
have a nice little safety net over the
road beneath it, so perhaps, therefore,
you won’t be hit by a falling piece of
concrete.

So the issue for us, the Representa-
tives of the American public, is: Are we
willing to put together a full transpor-
tation program so that these kinds of
bridge collapses are pictures of yester-
day, not the pictures of tomorrow’s fu-
ture?

I would like to have the gentleman
from Minnesota, Mr. RICK NOLAN, join
us now. If you would come on down and
join us, perhaps here on the floor, and
take one of the microphones.

Mr. NOLAN, you have a fascinating
history here in the House of Represent-
atives. You were here in the early sev-
enties as a Representative and then de-
cided to go back to Minnesota and
build a business, a lumber manufac-
turing, a timber manufacturing busi-
ness. It was very successful. Then you
came back to straighten us out, bring-
ing all of that history to us.

Welcome, Mr. NOLAN. Thank you so
very much for joining us this evening
as we talk about transportation and in-
frastructure in America.

Mr. NOLAN. Well, thank you.

The House historian tells me that my
32-year hiatus is the longest in the his-
tory of the House of Representatives.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Well, you had an
opportunity to learn about the private
sector and learn about the necessity of
transportation; and I think your busi-
ness was dependent on that, both to get
the materials to your lumber mill and
then to export.

Mr. NOLAN. Very much so.

I also built an export trading com-
pany and did a little business all over
the globe. People asked me what I sold.
I like to tell them I sold, well, just
about everything except guns and
drugs, which is where all the real
money was.

It was really quite an eye-opening ex-
perience to see how the rest of the
world does business, to get a better feel
and understanding for the importance
of agriculture and a better feel and un-
derstanding of agriculture as it relates
to feeding a hungry world, but infra-
structure and its importance to build-
ing the middle class here in the coun-
try, to laying the foundation for job
growth and economic growth. And to
come back here again after those years
in business and in community service,
I have got to be frank with you; I feel
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much better prepared today than I ever
was to serve my district and to serve
my Nation, and I am grateful to have
the opportunity to be here.

I want to particularly thank you for
calling this to the attention of the
American public, the importance of in-
frastructure, the importance of infra-
structure to the middle class in this
country, and the importance that it
brings to the fulfillment of the Amer-
ican Dream.

The American Dream is not every-
body becoming a billionaire or a Pul-
itzer Prize winner. It is about contrib-
uting. It is about having a good job. It
is about having a living wage. It is
about having some money left over at
the end of the week to take your fam-
ily or your best friend and go out and
have dinner or maybe wet a line and go
fishing. And, quite frankly, that is
what is getting away from us.

I want to thank you for bringing to
the attention of people how transpor-
tation and infrastructure and its deg-
radation that is taking place is related
to, quite frankly, the demise and the
decline of the middle class in this
country.

The simple truth is the rich are get-
ting richer, the poor are getting poor-
er, the middle class is getting crushed,
and, simultaneously, our infrastruc-
ture is falling apart.

The gentleman from California (Mr.
GARAMENDI), you, too, have a back-
ground in business and public service
and community service that gives you
a good grasp and an understanding for
the importance of all this.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Well, there is no
doubt about the importance of it. If
you want to build good middle class
jobs, a lot of those jobs are in the infra-
structure. It may be a hardhat job out
there putting up the steel and the con-
crete, the ironworkers or the cement
masons or the operators of the heavy
equipment. All of those are really good
middle class jobs, no doubt about it,
wherever they happen to be across the
Nation. But also, in the back office,
somebody has to do the accounting;
somebody has to do the design work—
the architects, the draftsmen and
-women that are involved.

So these jobs permeate the entire
economy. And it is absolutely true that
if we can fund—that is, pass—a 6-year,
robust transportation bill that is fully
paid for, Americans would go to work
in middle class jobs. That is the first
effect: people will have jobs. And in
building the infrastructure, you then
lay the foundation for future economic
growth.

You have seen this in your area. I
was thinking about your call for the
family to be able to enjoy the fruits of
life. And I am thinking about you have
got some heavy-duty hunting country
up in your area. You are out in the
backwoods of Minnesota, if I recall.

Mr. NOLAN. I am. My nearest neigh-
bor is a couple of miles away.

Mr. GARAMENDI. And in between
are bear, deer, and fish.
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Mr. NOLAN. We have bear. We have
duck. We have grouse. We have good
hunting and darn good fishing, too.

You mentioned the fact that I had
served many years ago, quite frankly,
back in the seventies. I like to tell peo-
ple I was only 10 years old at the time.

When I first got back here, I said to
a number of people: Perhaps you knew
my father when he had served here
back in the seventies. And there were
always a couple of old-timers in the
back that would laugh. And everyone
would say: Well, what is so funny about
that? And they would say: Well, it
wasn’t his father; it was him.

But I have got to tell you, it was
quite different. It was quite different
than it is today. I had my staff do a lit-
tle survey. We found that in the terms
I served before, there was an average of
about 8,000 subcommittee, full com-
mittee, and conference committee
meetings here in the Congress. What
that meant was that we got together 5
days a week in our committees. And all
the diverse elements that make up
America were all represented in those
meetings, and that is how we found
common ground; that is how we came
together; that is how we fixed things;
that is how we got things done.

And people have to be reminded, I
think, that process is important to
good government. Because now we are
faced with this gridlock; we are faced
with this terrible partisanship, the
seeming inability to be productive and
to get things done. I think experts that
study governance here in America are
saying now that this immediate last
Congress was the most unproductive in
the history of the country.

Well, guess what. When we had 8,000
committee meetings in the past, yes,
maybe around 1,000 of them were just
formal hearings or, you know, you
have got to give Jack Nicklaus a gold
medal and do a reauthorization of Pea-
nut Butter and Jelly Week. Well, guess
what. This last session of Congress, we
had about 1,000 of those meetings, and
most of them were quite informal.

As you recall, Mr. GARAMENDI, when
we started the hearings about a year
ago in the Transportation Committee
because we knew that the transpor-
tation legislation needed to be reau-
thorized, we had everybody come in be-
fore that committee; and, boy, we were
laying the foundation for a good reau-
thorization of a transportation and in-
frastructure bill. You were there every
day.

By the way, I want to commend you
for the leadership that you have shown
on that committee in so many areas, in
SO many ways.

But we had everybody, as you recall,
from the head of the national Chamber
of Commerce to the heads of all the
labor unions, the truckers, retail. Ev-
erybody came before that committee.

I don’t know if you recall. But I
asked every one of them, I said: I have
three questions. And I remember the
committee groaning, saying: Gee,
NOLAN, you have only got 5 minutes.
How are you going to do that?
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I said: Question number one, is there
anyone here on this committee who
disagrees with the notion that our in-
frastructure is badly in need of repair
and is falling down and dilapidated?

Nobody disagreed.

Second question, is there anybody
here—of all that group that was testi-
fying—that disagrees with the notion
that our ability to grow an economy
and create good jobs is dependent upon
a good, strong infrastructure?

Nobody disagreed, as you would re-
call.

And then lastly, I said: Is there any-
body on this committee who doubts
that we need to find some new revenue
to rebuild our infrastructure?

And nobody disagreed.

And I said: Make a note of it, Mr.
Chairman, because we have got to
write a bill here. And that is what we
were there for.

You know as well as everybody else
that the authorization for the Trans-
portation Committee to write a bill
was pulled away from the committee.
Presumably, in the Speaker’s office or
someplace else, it was decided that we
should do a temporary reauthorization
for 8 months; and, as you recall, we
borrowed money from people’s private
pension funds.

0 1945

We are getting near that 8-month
deadline again.

Mr. GARAMENDI. I think it is May
15.

Mr. NOLAN. May 15. So now working
people’s pension funds are short a little
money potentially, and we still haven’t
fixed the transportation problem. So
one of the things I want to do here to-
night, and I know you do as well, is to
call upon the Speaker to let the com-
mittee do its work. We have got a good
committee. You know it as well as I do
and everybody else. There is a lot of
goodwill in this Chamber among Demo-
crats, Republicans, conservatives, and
liberals, and if we are allowed to sit
down in that committee and advance
our ideas and argue the merits of them,
we will find that common ground. We
will find a way to get this country
back on track with rebuilding our in-
frastructure.

That is what democracy is all about.
Someone said to me the other day here,
and it almost broke my heart, when I
was explaining this and they said: Well,
isn’t it more efficient here by not using
the committees? I said: Yeah, of
course, it is. The Nazis and the Com-
munists would love it. Democracy is a
lot of hard work. There is so much
goodwill in this Chamber, and there are
s0 many good men and women. We get
along fine.

Mr. Speaker, let the process work.
Let the committee do its job, and we
will get a good transportation bill, and
we will rebuild this middle class and
rebuild our economy in a way that is
fair to everyone.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Well, there is no
doubt that if we were to pass—well, we
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don’t have a choice. If we don’t pass a
bill in the next 2 months, 2% months,
all public works, transportation pro-
grams, will come to a screeching halt.
There will be no more Federal money,
and it will simply stop. So we have got
work to do. As you say, if the com-
mittee could have its way, we could
put together a good bill. There has
been a long history here of the trans-
portation bill being a bipartisan bill.
We can do that.

If we don’t—let me just go back
through this. I get stacks and stacks of
paper, and this one caught my eye. It is
entitled, ‘‘Infrastructure Investment
Creates American Jobs.” I said: Well,
that is kind of a pretty good cover
there. It has roads, bridges, ports, and
so forth. It is the Duke Center on
Globalization, Governance & Competi-
tiveness. So it is the Duke University.
Here they say:

Old and broken transportation infrastruc-
ture makes the United States less competi-
tive than 15 of our major trading partners
and makes manufacturers less efficient in
getting goods to market.

Underinvestment costs the United States
over 900,000 jobs, including more than 97,000
American manufacturing jobs.

Maximizing American-made materials
when rebuilding infrastructure has the po-
tential to create even more jobs. Relying on
American-made inputs can also mitigate
safety concerns related to large-scale out-
sourcing.

I am with you, Duke—Duke Univer-
sity. I am from the west coast, and I
have problems with some of these east
coast athletic teams, but, hey, I am
with them on this one. Infrastructure
creates American jobs.

This is something that I have used
over and over again. This is from Mark
Zandi, chief economist at Moody’s Ana-
lytics. He is the former economics ad-
viser for Senator JOHN MCCAIN when
the Senator ran for the United States
Presidency. He put it this way:

For every dollar invested in infrastructure
investment, $1.57 is pumped back into the
American economy with well paying, middle
class American jobs.

This is just really critically impor-
tant. The question for us, and the rea-
son we are here on the floor and the
reason we are talking about this issue
of middle class economics and now
transportation, is that we are up
against another timeline here. We have
got the transportation cliff, we have
got a bridge that is collapsed, and the
question is: Will this Congress provide
a transportation bill that can bridge
this collapsed bridge and rebuild it? I
think we can. I know we must.

My fear—my fear—Mr. NOLAN, is that
we have become really, really good at
something we used to play when I was
a kid, and it is called kick the can. We
have become really good at kicking the
can down the road rather than just
coming to grips with the reality that
we have to have a long-term transpor-
tation bill.

There are many reasons for it. These
are long-term projects, and over the
last I guess almost 7 years now we have
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not had a long-term bill. The longest
one has been a 2-year bill that passed 2
years ago, and that doesn’t give the
planners enough time to plan these
long-term projects or the assurance
that the money, the Federal money,
will be there; $478 billion, 6 years, fully
paid for, doesn’t increase the gasoline
or diesel tax but requires American
corporations that have run away from
their obligation to this Nation by hid-
ing their profits overseas to bring
those profits back and tax them ac-
cordingly.

That is the President’s plan. It is all
there for us. Can we do it? I don’t think
we have any choice. I think we have to
do it, Mr. NOLAN. I don’t know how you
feel about it from Minnesota, but I
know in California that we are in the
midst of a major drought, and this is
going to be the fourth year of a major
drought in California, and it has been
at least 30 years since there have been
any major water infrastructure invest-
ments in California. Our economy in
California is paying dearly for it.
About one-third of the rice fields in my
district are fallow. If you go further
south into the San Joaquin Valley it is
probably about the same percentage.
Cantaloupes, cotton, and other kinds of
row crops, tomatoes, are not being
planted.

We have to have in California invest-
ments in our water infrastructure. One
of the things that my Republican col-
league—and Mr. NOLAN, you spoke
about bipartisanship—my Republican
colleague from my area, Mr. LAMALFA,
he and I are going to introduce tomor-
row a piece of legislation to build a
very large, offstream reservoir called
Sites Reservoir. It is about 1.8, 1.9 mil-
lion acre-feet of water. If that had been
built a decade ago, the drought would
still be very difficult. There would be a
lot of trouble and a lot of lost oppor-
tunity. But at least we would have a
very significant amount of water avail-
able stored in that reservoir to help us
along. So we are going to do that. That
is a major infrastructure program, and
we will see if we can participate here at
the Federal level with the participa-
tion that the State of California voters
have already approved, a $7.6 billion
bond act in which there is money for
storage, both aquifer, underground, as
well as surface storage, probably in-
cluding the Sites Reservoir.

So there are things we can do. And
this is a piece of legislation, we will
present it to the Congress and the Sen-
ate and hopefully it will move along.
Mr. NOLAN, I am sure that you have
projects up in your area that are im-
portant, and perhaps you would like to
pick up here.

Mr. NOLAN. I sure do, Mr.
GARAMENDI. I think the fact that our
bridges are falling down could not be
more evidenced than in Minnesota,
where we had the catastrophic collapse
of the I-35 bridge, which killed a num-
ber of people and did obviously irrep-
arable damage to their lives and many
others.

February 24, 2015

Mr. GARAMENDI. This was the
bridge across the Mississippi in Min-
neapolis?

Mr. NOLAN. Yes. Very tragic. I have
got several thousand bridges in my dis-
trict alone, and several hundred of
them have been certified as obsolete
and in disrepair, in need of repair, and,
of course, there are thousands and
thousands of those bridges across the
country. I held three transportation
hearings back in Minnesota here re-
cently, and the unanimity of agree-
ment on what needs to be done is really
quite unique. I mean, generally, if you
get 50 people in a room in Minnesota
you will have at least 40, 45 opinions.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Well, in Cali-
fornia, you would have 150 opinions if
you had 50 people.

Mr. NOLAN. Well, everybody agreed,
as you pointed out, we need a long-
term plan so that you can plan accord-
ingly, and then do it responsibly in the
most efficient and economical way. Ev-
eryone came up and said that we need
it for our economic growth and our
business, and they understand that, as
you were pointing out earlier, good in-
frastructure is the foundation, it is the
foundation for every single successful
economy in this world. I have said to
people on occasion: If you don’t want
to pay any taxes, you can move to
Zaire. I think they have about 2 miles
of roads and no taxes, but you had bet-
ter bring a little army with you to pro-
tect you.

So the other thing, of course—it has
become real apparent—is the conges-
tion. You must see that. We are seeing
it in Minnesota. People are spending
endless hours sitting in their cars try-
ing to get to and from work, time that
they could have used to sleep in an
extra hour, get home in time for dinner
with their family.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Work with the
kids on their homework.

Mr. NOLAN. Of course, you men-
tioned the collapse of the bridge. The
other thing they want to see is some
bipartisanship. I would like to remind
our colleagues, as well as the folks
back home, because you and I were
there, and we were part of a couple of
the few instances where, in the last
session of Congress, the process was al-
lowed to work. It was cumbersome, and
it was contentious, but at the end of
the day, we came together, and we
passed a good, bipartisan farm bill. You
and I were part of that.

Mr. GARAMENDI. You were on the
committee.

Mr. NOLAN. As well as our col-
leagues here on both sides of the aisle,
and then we were allowed on the water
resources bill, and we were able to put
together a good bill. Not everybody got
everything they wanted, but everybody
was a part of it. They had a chance to
advance their ideas. We had open rules.
If you want to have an amendment or
a good idea, you got a chance to ad-
vance it and get a vote on it. People
want to see more of that as well.

Then there is one thing that doesn’t
get mentioned very often, and I don’t
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mind bringing it up, and a number of
my folks back home brought it up. And
that is—you mentioned the cost of not
doing anything. Well, that would be
devastating for America. It would be
just devastating for our economy. I
pray to God that would never happen.
But our hope is, of course, it will be
done in a responsible way that solves
the problems and fixes these things.
But there is a little factor. I have
about a 5-mile dirt road to my farm,
and I went through two front ends on
my new pickup truck until it became
part of a local effort to pave the roads.
My road got paved. That was 10 years
ago. I am still driving the same pickup
truck, and I haven’t lost any front
ends.

You know the old saying, you pay me
now or you pay me later. Boy, I tell
you, these potholes and these wash-
board roads and bridges falling down,
there is a heavy price to be paid for not
fixing, maintaining, and upkeeping our
roads and our bridges.

Mr. GARAMENDI. There is no doubt
about it—you can ruin your car real
fast. That 5-mile road was a county
road, I assume, it was not your per-
sonal road?

Mr. NOLAN. No, no. It was not my
personal road. No, no, no. It was a com-
bination county and township. But it
helped to have been on the township
planning committee.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Whatever it took,
you got it done.

A couple of things that I think are
also important as we go about this in-
frastructure, and that is: Who is going
to provide the material? I want to give
you an example of why it is important
that we honor the Buy America laws
that exist today. We have had Buy
America requirements in laws for al-
most 50 years now, and those require-
ments simply say that if it is our tax-
payer money or your taxpayer money,
then it should be used to buy Amer-
ican-made products and materials.

Now, out in California, we have the
San Francisco Bay Bridge. This is
about a—what do we have here—$3.9
billion project. Excuse me—it is not
$3.9 billion; it is about $6 billion. It is
$3.9 billion over budget. This project
replaces the old San Francisco-Oak-
land Bay Bridge connecting the two
cities across the bay that collapsed
during the 1989 earthquake. The bridge
went out to bid, and the contractor
said: I can use Chinese steel, and it will
be 10 percent cheaper if we use Chinese
rather than American-made steel. So
the State waived the Buy America re-
quirements. They didn’t use them.
They went out and bought Chinese
steel.

Well, they got 3,000 jobs in China and
overbudget and poor material. In fact,
today it is reported in the California
newspapers that one of the major bolts,
which is a 25-foot bolt, and I don’t
know, it must be several inches across,
that holds down the main pier to the
bridge is cracking. So we have a prob-
lem here.
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Now, New York is undertaking a
bridge across the Hudson River. It is
called the Tappan Zee Bridge, and it is
made with American steel. American
steel is being used. The total cost is
$3.9 billion—notice, that is the cost of
the overrun in California. There are
7,728 American jobs, and it is 100 per-
cent made in America.

When we go about this infrastruc-
ture, I want to make very, very sure
that we maintain the Buy America re-
quirements. We can do it.

I am going to put up one more
placard here. This is one of my favor-
ites. This is a brand-new 100 percent
American-made electric locomotive for
the Washington, D.C., to Boston North-
east corridor. About 70 to 80 of these
will be made.

In the American Recovery Act—you
remember the stimulus bill—somebody
wrote in $700 million for Amtrak to
buy new locomotives, and they said: 100
percent American-made.

General Electric looked at it, other
companies looked at it, and a German
company looked at this $700 million or
so and 70 to 80 locomotives, 100 percent
American-made, and they go: We can
do that.

So Siemens, a major international
German company, had a manufacturing
plant in Sacramento, and they set
about to make 100 percent American-
made locomotives. They built double
the size of their factory, hired several
hundred new workers, and they went
out across the United States to find all
the parts.

They are now building 100 percent
American-made locomotives, a major
infrastructure project, great for Amer-
ican jobs, great for the future. This is
one of the first ones that came off the
lot.

Now, my final point and then I want
to turn this back to my colleague from
Minnesota. Today, on the east coast,
Amtrak is going out to bid for 28 new
high-speed train sets to travel between
Washington, D.C., and Boston at maybe
half again as fast as the current trains,
s0 you can zip between the two cities—
Washington, D.C., and New York—in, I
don’t know, 2 hours or less. They
want—Amtrak—wants a waiver from
the Buy America provisions, and I am
saying: No way, period.

This is American taxpayer money
that is going to be used. You are going
to buy America, we are going to make
those train sets in America, and we can
do it. Yes, we can—si se puede.

We can do it. We can build these
things in America and create good mid-
dle class jobs in America, just like Sie-
mens is doing in Sacramento when
they are making 100 percent American-
made locomotives in Sacramento.

This is an opportunity for us as we
build our infrastructure, as we put to-
gether the surface transportation plan,
as we take the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act. Keep in
mind and always keep in place the Buy
America provisions, so that your tax
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money 1is used on American-made
equipment and employing Americans
making those things.

I am sure this is important up in
your area, as well as it is in Sac-
ramento, California, on the edge of my
district, Mr. NOLAN. I know it is impor-
tant to me, and I think it is important
to Americans, that we use our tax
money to buy American-made products
that are employing Americans.

Mr. NOLAN. Well, indeed, it is. I rep-
resent Minnesota’s Iron Range, the
largest iron mines anywhere in the
United States. We are dependent upon
a good, strong market for U.S. steel
and for Minnesota-made taconite and
processed iron ore.

I was so delighted to join you and
others recently in petitioning the U.S.
Department of Commerce and the
International Trade Commission to
curtail the importation of cheap Ko-
rean steel.

The market for steel in America is
very, very good. The problem is that
American steel is only providing about
70 to 75 percent of it. Close to over 30
percent of it is being foreign steel that
is brought in. Foreign steel that, by
the way, is subsidized by the foreign
governments.

Our steelworkers, iron mineworkers,
can compete with anybody in the
world, anybody in America, quite
frankly, we can compete with anybody,
but it has got to be fair trade. If they
have government-subsidized, below
market cheap steel coming in here,
that is unfair trade.

Guess what, there is about a dozen
steel mills left here in America, and
there is about 50,000 workers here. If we
don’t find a way to curtail the importa-
tion of this cheap, subsidized steel, we
are going to put all 12 of those steel
companies out of business, we are
going to put 50,000 steelworkers out of
business and countless thousands of
mining processors and workers in this
country.

If we are talking about the middle
class, we better start insisting on fair
trade in this country, insisting—as you
have so eloquently pointed out here—
the significance and the importance of
making it in America with U.S. steel
when we are talking roads, bridges,
railroads, pipelines, and all the rest.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Well, here it is,
the San Francisco Bay Bridge built
with Chinese steel. They built a brand-
new, one of the most advanced steel
mills, making one of the most ad-
vanced types of steel in China—3,000
Chinese jobs, zero American.

Then the Tappan Zee Bridge in New
York, American steel—probably some
of that iron ore from your district goes
into making that steel.

Mr. NOLAN. Oh, it did, no doubt.

Mr. GARAMENDI. No doubt about it.

Mr. NOLAN. And do you know what,
John, I found in international trade,
when it comes to quality, American
steel is considered to be the best qual-
ity.
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Now, what is the importance of that?
Well, it might be the difference be-
tween a bridge falling down or stand-
ing; it might mean the difference be-
tween a pipeline breaking and pol-
luting a wetland versus not doing that.

There is an economic reason here,
there is a reason for the middle class,
there is a reason for our economy,
there is a reason for safety, there is a
reason for health, there is a reason for
environment, there are so many good
reasons to make it in America, JOHN.

Mr. GARAMENDI. You were just
singing my song there. This Bay
Bridge, why was it $3.9 billion over? Be-
cause the steel was unsatisfactory. It
was low quality, it had cracks in it, it
didn’t meet the requirements, they had
to go back and redo the welds—many,
many issues. You are absolutely cor-
rect about quality, as well as about the
jobs in America.

We are going to make it in America.
We have an opportunity here.

Can I take up one more issue?

Mr. NOLAN. Well, I am going to de-
part, but I really want to thank you for
this session here and bringing it to the
attention of our colleagues and people
all across this country that care about
America, care about good-paying mid-
dle class jobs, and want to see us do
what we have got to do here to come
together, fix this thing, and continue
the great progress that America has
enjoyed.

A big part of being an American is
paying it forward, and now, it is time
for us to step up and do what we have
to do for the next generation.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. NOLAN, I
thank you so very much. The folks in
the northern Minnesota area are
blessed to have you return after a 32-
year hiatus. You came back with a fire
in your belly, and you are ready to go.

Mr. NOLAN. Well, I am honored and
thrilled and glad to be here.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Thank you so very
much for joining us this evening.

I want to bring up just one more
issue, and then we will call it a night.
America is blessed with a lot of energy.
We have seen a resurgence of American
energy here in the United States. We
have seen us go from an importing Na-
tion—we can be an exporting Nation.

One of the things that the American
gas industry wants to do is to export a
strategic national asset, that is our
natural gas. It has allowed us to have
one of the lower energy prices in the
world.

That has allowed for a resurgence of
manufacturing in the United States.
There are other factors. Clearly, the
ability to have low-priced natural gas
is one of the ingredients in the resur-
gence of American manufacturing.

Now, the gas industry wants to im-
port a lot of gas so they can get two or
three times more for the gas overseas.
I want to be really careful here, I don’t
want to drive up the price of natural
gas, but if we are going to export this
strategic national asset, then we ought
to consider two other strategic issues
for the United States.
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One of them is the merchant ma-
rines. These are the American sailors
and American ships. Our military is ab-
solutely dependent on the merchant
marines. We ship a lot of things
through the air on the big C-5As and
the C-17s, but it is a small percentage
of what we need if we go to Iraq or any
other part of the world with our mili-
tary. The merchant marines have his-
torically, from the very earliest days of
this Nation, been one of the key stra-
tegic assets in the United States.

A third strategic asset is the U.S.
Navy and the shipyards that build the
naval ships. Those shipyards are abso-
lutely critical. If we didn’t have them,
would we go to China to have them
build our aircraft carriers and our sub-
marines? I don’t think so. The ship-
yards are a strategic asset, absolutely
essential for American defense.

You have got these three things: the
natural gas, a strategic asset; the mer-
chant marines; and the shipbuilding.

Here is a key to American jobs, and
that is, if we are ever to export natural
gas, it will be done in liquefied natural
gas. You take the natural gas, you
compress it into a liquid, and you put
it on an LNG—liquefied natural gas—
ship. This is an example of one lique-
fied natural gas ship.

Sometime this year, a company—
Cheniere—located in Texas will begin
exporting LNG from a facility in
Texas. They will need about 100 ships
to export the full capacity of that LNG
export facility. My sense of this is let
us use that export of a strategic na-
tional asset to build and to grow the
other two strategics.

We should require that any LNG
shipped from the United States be
shipped on American-made tankers
with American crews, thereby lifting
up the ability of our Nation to grow its
economy and to maintain its strategic
defense industries—shipbuilding and
the merchant marines—at the same
time we ship and export a strategic
asset.

What does it mean? It means that the
shipyards in America in the next two
decades would be busy. American work-
ers would be in those shipyards, they
would be making the ships, so it would
be the shipbuilders.

You can imagine what could happen
in the ports around the United States—
in Baltimore, in the south coast, along
the gulf coast, and in California, San
Diego, up in Washington, and even San
Francisco—an opportunity to build our
economy with, once again, infrastruc-
ture, a different kind of infrastructure,
this is moving infrastructure, the great
ships that will be all across the oceans
of this Nation and in the harbors
around the United States, American
ships, American-built ships, American
sailors, exporting American liquefied
natural gas.

Si se puede—yes, we can. We can
make it in America. We can rebuild the
American economy. We can focus on
middle class economics with the infra-
structure systems that we must build,
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the foundation for future economic
growth, and the foundation for Amer-
ican jobs today.

Make it in America, build America,
build our ports, our water systems, our
highways, our bridges, our airports, our
sanitation systems. Let us have the
American Society of Civil Engineers
come back with an A-plus rating when
they look at our airports, an A-plus
rating when they look at our rail lines,
our transit lines, when they look at our
transit systems, when they look at our
waste disposal systems. We don’t want
to be a backwater.

This is America. We are the people
that can build for the future. All it
takes is the Senate and the House to
pass a 6-year surface transportation
bill and infrastructure bills that are
fully funded, that provide the founda-
tion for middle class jobs, middle class
economics, putting Americans back to
work, and building this Nation’s fu-
ture.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

————
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REMEMBERING THE ALAMO

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GROTHMAN). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 2015, the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is rec-
ognized for 60 minutes as the designee
of the majority leader.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it
was in the cold, dark, damp, moldy
walls of a beat-up old Spanish mission
that was already 100 years old at the
time. He was a 27-year-old lawyer from
South Carolina and also from Alabama.
He was the commander of 187 volun-
teers from 13 countries and most of the
States in then the United States. His
men were surrounded by several thou-
sand of the enemy. It was the Alamo. It
had been turned into a makeshift fort,
and the commander was William Bar-
ret Travis.

Mr. Speaker, he wrote the following
letter 179 years ago this very night,
February 24, 1836. It is entitled Com-
mander of the Alamo, February 24,
1836:

To all the people of Texas and all Ameri-
cans in the world, fellow citizens and com-
patriots:

I am besieged by a thousand or more of the
Mexicans under Santa Anna. I have sus-
tained a continual bombardment and cannon
fire for over 24 hours, but I have not lost a
man. The enemy has demanded surrender at
its discretion; otherwise, the fort will be put
to the sword. I have answered that demand
with a cannon shot, and the flag still waves
proudly over the north wall. I shall never
surrender or retreat.

I call upon you in the name of liberty and
patriotism and everything dear to our char-
acter to come to my aid with all dispatch.
The enemy is receiving reinforcements daily
and will no doubt increase to 3 or 4,000 in 4
or 5 days.

If this call is neglected, I am determined to
sustain myself for as long as possible and die
like a soldier that never forgets his honor
and that of his country. Victory or death.

Signed, William Barret Travis, Commander
of the Alamo.
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